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Draft Framework Guidelines on Interoperability and Data Exchange Rules for European Gas Transmission Networks

Dear Madam/Sir,

EnBW welcomes the opportunity to take part in the consultation process on ACER’s Framework Guideline on Interoperability and Data Exchange Rules for European Gas Transmission Network.
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Chapter 1: Scope and application, implementation 
Question 1.1. Do you consider that the FG on interoperability and data exchange rules should harmonise these rules at EU level, as follows:

a) At interconnection points only? 

b) Including interconnection points and where appropriate points connecting TSOs’ systems to the ones of DSOs, SSOs and LSOs (to the extent cross-border trade is involved or market integration is at stake)? 
We appreciate the aim of the FG that the NC should apply to interconnection points as well as points connecting TSOs with distribution networks, storages and LNG facilities.
c) Other option? Please explain in detail and reason. 

d) I don’t know.

Question 1.3. Shall any of the issues raised in the FG (Interconnection Agreement, Harmonisation of units, Gas Quality, Odorisation, Data exchange, Capacity calculation) get a different scope from the general scope as proposed in section 1.b. of the FG (and as addressed in the previous question)? Please answer by filling in the following table, ticking the box corresponding to the relevant foreseen scope.
	
	IAs
	Units
	Gas Quality
	Odorisation
	Data Exchange
	Capacity Calculation

	Full Harmonisation
	
	X
	
	X
	X
	X

	Partial Harmonisation
	
	
	Harmonised conversion rules
	
	
	

	Business as usual
	
	
	
	
	
	


Chapter 2: Interconnection Agreements
Question 2.1. Do you think that a common template and a standard Interconnection Agreement will efficiently solve the interoperability problems regarding Interconnection Agreements and/or improve their development and implementation?

a) Yes.
A common template should provide a scope of contents. TSOs should have the opportunity to develop individually their IA’s on bilateral bases. However stakeholders need to be involved in form of consultations. Finally the NRAs have to approve the IA’s. In case the TSOs do not come to an agreement, a standard IA as default contract should be applied. Whilst IAs provide TSOs with common rules, the same has to be done referring to TSOs and other system operators.
b) No.

c) I don’t know.

d) Would you propose additional measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer. 

e) Would you propose different measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer.
Question 2.2. Do you think that a dispute settlement procedure as laid down in the text will efficiently contribute to solving the interoperability problems of network users regarding Interconnection Agreements and their content?
a) Yes.
As in any other agreement either party should be entitled to request for arbitration. The relevant NRAs probably have the deepest insight in the issues and are therefore predestined to solve these.
b) No.

c) I don’t know.

d) Would you propose additional measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer.

e) Would you propose different measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer.
Question 2.3. Do you think that a stronger NRA involvement in the approval of the Interconnection Agreements could be beneficial? Please explain in detail and reason.

a) Yes.
As the key players in the regional regulatory environment NRA’s should principally approve the IA’s.
b) No.

c) I don’t know.
Chapter 3: Harmonisation of Units

Question 3.1. Do you think that there is a need for harmonisation of units?

a) Yes.
Units have to be harmonised in any case.

b) No, conversion is sufficient in all cases.

c) I don’t know.

d) Would you propose additional measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer.

e) Would you propose different measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer.

Question 3.2. What is the value added of harmonising units for energy, pressure, volume and gross calorific value?

a) Easier technical communication among TSOs.

b) Easier commercial communication between TSOs and network users.

c) Both.
In principle harmonisation of units ease the communication among TSO’s and between TSO’s with other involved parties.

d) No value added.

e) I don’t know.

f) Other views. Please reason your answer. 

Chapter 4: Gas Quality
Question 4.1. Please provide your assessment on the present proposal; in particular assess the provisions on ENTSOG gas quality monitoring, dispute settlement and TSO cooperation. Would these measures address sufficiently the issues that are at stake? Please reason your answer.
The consolidation of market areas and grids results in the need to convert various gas qualities which has been solved differently in the member states. In order to ensure equal market conditions across borders not only gas qualities but also the rules to convert them should be bared in mind.
Chapter 5: Odorisation

Question 5.1. Please provide your assessment on the present proposal. Would the measure proposed address sufficiently the issues that are at stake? Please reason your answer.
In North Western Europe odorisation is an issue between France and its neighboring countries Germany and Belgium due to the fact that GRTgaz odorizes gas in the transmission grid whereas in Germany and Belgium only DSOs execute odorisation. As a result regular physical cross border transports from France are currently not possible. We acknowledge that the necessary investments in odorisation facilities from French DSOs or in de-odorisation facilities at coupling points will be costly. Therefore an ex ante cost-benefit analysis is essential.
Chapter 6: Data exchange
6.2. Regarding the content of this chapter,

a) Data exchange shall be limited to the communication format.

b) Data exchange shall define both format and content, at least regarding the following points: ___________________. Please reason your answer.
We support the harmonisation of data exchange as much as needed considering the cost benefit ratio.
c) I don’t know.

d) Other option. Please reason your answer.

Chapter 8: Cross-border cooperation
Question 8.2. Do you have any other suggestions concerning cross-border cooperation? Please reason your answer.
The NRAs or the Agency should be obliged to accompany a clearly defined development process of cross border cooperation. If there are any delays in this process the NRAs have to apply appropriate measures.
We hope to have been of help and remain at your disposal should you have any further enquiries.
Kind regards.

Yours sincerely

EnBW Energie Baden‑Württemberg AG

i.A. Christian Nitsche
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